REMARKS 


All of the objections to form set forth in paragraphs 1 and 2 have been corrected. 

Claims 11 -30 were rejected under Section 103 based on Walker and Worley. Claim 1 1 
inter alia calls for a controller to provide digital information including global digital information 
indicative of a common reference and local digital information indicative of an optical output 
from at least one display element. A signal generator is operably coupled to that controller to 
receive the digital information and to determine a transition separating a first pulse interval and a 
second pulse interval based on the digital information. 

The pertinency of Walker is not understood since it is pointed out at page 3 of the office 
action, last full sentence, "however, Walker '942 does not teach expressly that the controller for 
providing global digital information and the local information and the signal generated for 
providing the modulated signal based on a comparison of the global and local digital 
information; the selective delay of the transition base on pixel value." This being so, it is not 
seen what pertinency Walker might have. 

Further, it is pointed out that Worley teaches forced on states and forced off states. But, 
even if this so, no such element is set forth in claim 1 1 . Thus, it is not clear what pertinency 
Worley might have. 

It appears that there is no way to apply the teachings of either reference to the claim 
elements pointed out above. Therefore, reconsideration is respectfiiUy requested. 


Respectfully submitted. 
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